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Mr. Garcia
 
Attached are the annual data metric analysis’ (ADMAs) for Texas for the CAA, CWA and RCRA
programs.  The ADMA is the same as a DMA, but is conducted on an annual basis for those state or
local agencies that are not undergoing an SRF review during the year. The annual DMA uses frozen
data verified by states during data verification.  It allows for annual identification and resolution of
counts of facilities and activities, and assists in managing performance issues.
 
Rhonda Ruple
U.S. EPA Region 6
Region 6 ICIS System Administrator
Region 6 SRF Coordinator
Region 6 Audit Policy Coordinator
214-665-2710
Fax 214-665-7446
ruple.rhonda@epa.gov
 
This email may contain material that is confidential, privileged and/or attorney work product and is for the
sole use of the intended recipient.  Any review, reliance, or distribution by others or forwarding without
express permission is strictly prohibited.  If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender
and delete all copies.
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			Element			Metric ID			Metric Name			Metric Type			Agency			National Goal			National Average			TEXAS     PPG period 9/1/2017 -- 8/31/2018			Count			Universe			Not Counted			Initial Finding FY18  Federal Fiscal Year 10/1/2017 -- 9/30/2018			Explanation





			Element 1 - Data


						1a1			Number of operating TSDFs			Data Verification			State			 			 			84			 			 			 


						1a2			Number of active LQGs			Data Verification			State			 			 			1667			 			 			 


						1a5			Number of BR LQGs			Data Verification			State			 			 			1370			 			 			 





			Element 2 - Inspections


						1b1			Number of sites with on-site inspections			Data Verification			State			 			 			233			 			 			 


						5a			Two-year inspection coverage for operating TSDFs			Goal			State			100%			85%			41.70%			35			84			49			Meets or Exceeds Expectations			State FY18 -- 9/1/2017 to 8/31/2018       TCEQ FY18 TSDF universe was 84 facilities.  TCEQ reported a completion of 45 CEIs for 53.57%.  For State FY17, TSDF universe was 85 facilities and TCEQ reported a completion of 43 CEIs for 50.59%.    Met the National Goal                                    


						5b			Annual inspection coverage for BR LQGs (review 5b or 5b1)			Goal			State			20%			15.60%			5.40%			74			1370			1296			Meets or Exceeds Expectations			State FY18 -- 9/1/2017 to 8/31/2018       LQG universe determined based on the information in the most currently available Biennial Report.  The 2013 National Biennial Reporting System LQG universe for TCEQ FY18 was 906 facilities. BR System LQG universe of 906 does not include TSDFs. TCEQ has an Approved Alternative Compliance Monitoring Strategy.  TCEQ does at least 10% of it's LQG universe each State FY, and with Approved Alternative Compliance Monitoring Strategy a number equal  to another 10% of SQGs, CESQGs, and Transporters (i.e., 3 SQG CEIs = 2 LQG CEIs; 2 CESQG CEIs = 1 LQG CEI; and 2 Transporter CEIs = 1 LQG CEI.)                                                       TCEQ reported a completion of 11.6% LQG CEIs and completion of 10.4% Alternative CEIs for a total of 22%.            Met the National Goal                                             


						5b1			Annual inspection coverage for active LQGs (review 5b or 5b1)			Goal			State			20%			9.90%			4.60%			77			1667			1590			See 5b			Translation issues exist with upload from TCEQ internal database CCEDS to RCRAInfo


						5d1			Number of SQGs inspected			Informational Only			State			 			 			 			51			 			 


						5.00E+05			Number of VSQGs inspected			Informational Only			State			 			 			43			 			 			 


						5.00E+06			Number of transporters inspected			Informational Only			State			 			 			31			 			 			 


						5.00E+07			Number of other sites inspected			Informational Only			State			 			 			45			 			 			 





			Element 3 - Violations


						1c1			Number of sites with new violations during review year			Data Verification			State			 			 			107			 			 			 


						1c2			Number of sites in violation at any time during the review year regardless of determination date			Data Verification			State			 			 			237			 			 			 


						1.00E+01			Number of sites with new SNC during year			Data Verification			State			 			 			1			 			 			 


						2a			Long-standing secondary violators			Review Indicator			State			 			 			93			 			 			 


						7b			Violations found during CEI and FCI compliance evaluations  			Review Indicator			State			 			34.30%			45.20%			103			228			125			Meets or Exceeds Expectations			Exceeded the National Average


						8a			SNC identification rate at sites with CEI and FCI compliance evaluations			Review Indicator			State			 			1.60%			0.20%			1			488			487			Area for State Attention			8x below the National Average


						8b			Timeliness of SNC determinations			Goal			State			100%			76.50%			0%			0			1			1			Area for State Attention			Below the National Goal and National Average





			Element 4 - Enforcement


						1d1			Number of sites with informal enforcement actions			Data Verification			State			 			 			125			 			 			 


						1d2			Number of informal enforcement actions			Data Verification			State			 			 			158			 			 			 


						1f1			Number of sites with formal enforcement actions			Data Verification			State			 			 			37			 			 			 


						1f2			Number of formal enforcement actions			Data Verification			State			 			 			45			 			 			 


						10a			Number of SNY evaluations with timely enforcement			Review Indicator			State			80%			87.70%			0%			0			1			1			Area for State Attention			Below the National Goal and the National Average. TCEQ did not submit a request for Alternate Schedule as provided for in the RCRA ERP.





			Element 5 - Penalties


						1g			Total dollar amount of final penalties			Data Verification			State			 			 			$687,313			 			 			 
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			Element			Metric ID			Metric Name			Metric Type			Agency			National Goal			National Average			Texas			Count			Universe			Not Counted			Initial Finding			Explanation


			Element 1 - Data


						1a1			Number of active NPDES major individual permits			Data Verification			State			 			 			722			 			 			 


						1a2			Number of active NPDES major general permits			Data Verification			State			 			 			0			 			 			 


						1a3			Number of active NPDES non-major individual permits			Data Verification			State			 			 			2397			 			 			 


						1a4			Number of active NPDES non-major general permits			Data Verification			State			 			 			25257			 			 			 


						1b5			Permit limit data entry rate for major and non-major facilities			Goal			State			>= 95%			90.60%			90.80%			2730			3006			276			Area for State Attention			TCEQ's permit limit data entry rates for CWA NPDES Major and non-majors in the national database (ICIS-NPDES) does not meet the national goal, however, does exceed the national average


						1b6			DMR data entry rate for major and non-major facilities			Goal			State			>= 95%			93.30%			94.94%			63386			66765			3379			Meets Expectations			TCEQ's DMR data entry rates for CWA NPDES Majors and non-majors in the national database (ICIS-NPDES) does not meet the defined national goal by 0.06%, but exceeds the national average


						1b7			Number of active NPDES individual DMR filers			Data Verification			State			 			 			3006			 			 			 


						1b8			Number of active NPDES individual DMR filers with permit limits in ICIS			Data Verification			State			 			 			2730			 			 			 


						1.00E+01			Facilities with Informal Actions			Data Verification			State			 			 			748			 			 			 


						1f1			Facilities with Formal Actions			Data Verification			State			 			 			171			 			 			 


						1g3			Facilities with Penalties			Data Verification			State			 			 			171			 			 			 


			Element 2 - Inspections


						5a1			Inspection coverage of NPDES majors			Goal			State			100% of state CMS plan			52.80%			43.20%			312			722			410			Meets Expectations			TCEQ did not meet it's CMS commitment number for FY18 due to the lasting impact of Hurricane Harvey (August 17-September 2, 2017), which covered many counties in the State.   The number of Majors for Inspections purposes is 695 (27 are MS4 Facilities), so the % coverage is really 44.89%


						5a3			Number of inspected major facilities			Data Verification			State			 			 			312			 			 			 


						5b1			Inspection coverage of NPDES non-majors with individual permits			Goal			State			100% of state CMS plan			22.60%			15.70%			377			2399			2022			Meets Expectations			TCEQ did meet it's CMS numbers for FY18


						5b2			Inspection coverage of NPDES non-majors with general permits			Goal			State			100% of state CMS plan			6.20%			0%			0			25257			25257			Meets Expectations			TCEQ did meet it's CMS numbers for FY18


						5b3			Number of inspected non-major individual or unpermitted facilites			Data Verification			State			 			 			377			 			 			 


						5b4			Number of inspected non-major general permit covered facilities			Data Verification			State			 			 			0			 			 			 


			Element 3 - Violations


						7j1			Number of major and non-major facilities with single-event violations reported in the review year			Data Verification			State			 			 			461			 			 			 			Meets Expectations			Windsor Contract with TCEQ is enabling the state database to interface with ICIS better.


						7j1			Number of major and non-major facilities with single-event violations reported in the review year			Review Indicator			State			 			 			461			 			 			 


						7j2			Number of active facilities with SNC/Category 1 noncompliance			Data Verification			State			 			 			1514			 			 			 


						7j3			Number of active facilities with RNC/Category 2 noncompliance or effluent, single event, or schedule violations open during the year			Data Verification			State			 			 			1252			 			 			 


						7k1			Major and non-major facilities in noncompliance 			Review Indicator			State			 			18.70%			9.70%			2766			28387			25621			Meets Expectations			TCEQ continues to improve it's SNC rates, and is less than 1/2 of the National Average


						8a3			Percentage of active major facilities in SNC and non-major facilities in Category I noncompliance during the reporting year			Review Indicator			State			 			9%			5.30%			1514			28380			26866			Meets Expectations			TCEQ continues to improve it's SNC rates


			Element 4 - Enforcement


						10a1			Percentage of major NPDES facilities with formal enforcement action taken in a timely manner in response to SNC violations 			Review Indicator			State			 			15.40%			14.80%			8			54			46			Meets Expectations			TCEQ delegation documents has EPA work in coordination with TCEQ on issuing formal enforcement actions on SNC Majors.   In FY18 EPA issued 5 unique  Administrative Orders additionally, to the 54 SNC facilities, this brings the count to 13 formal enforcement actions, and the % up to 24.07% from 14.8%.    The 24.07% timely formal enforcement actions is higher than the National Average of 15.4%
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			Element			Metric ID			Metric Name			Metric Type			Agency			National Goal			National Average			Texas			Count			Universe			Not Counted			Initial Finding			Explanation


			Element 1 - Data


						1a1			Number of Active Majors			Data Verification			State			 			 			2567			 			 			 


						1a2			Number of Active Synthetic Minors			Data Verification			State			 			 			0			 			 			 


						1a3			Number of Active Minors Subject to NESHAP Part 61			Data Verification			State			 			 			2			 			 			 


						1a4			Number of Other Active Facilities on CMS Plan			Data Verification			State			 			 			129			 			 			 


						1a5			Number of HPV Minors			Data Verification			State			 			 			7			 			 			 


						1a6			Number of Minors Subject to Formal Enforcement			Data Verification			State			 			 			1			 			 			 


						1b4			Number of Active Title V Facilities			Data Verification			State			 			 			2074			 			 			 


						1b5			Number of CMS Majors			Data Verification			State			 			 			707			 			 			 


						1b6			Number of CMS 80% Synthetic Minors			Data Verification			State			 			 			0			 			 			 


						1b7			Number of Other CMS Minors			Data Verification			State			 			 			0			 			 			 


						3a2			Timely reporting of HPV determinations into ICIS-Air			Goal			State			100%			44.90%			68.80%			22			32			10			Area for Improvement			TCEQ has been working on their uploading of data to ICIS, including HPVs, so these numbers should improve in FY2019.


						3b1			Timely reporting of compliance monitoring MDRs			Goal			State			100%			85.20%			99%			1968			1988			20			Meets or Exceeds Expectations			EPA values TCEQ's dilligence in reporting data to ICIS routinely.


						3b2			Timely reporting of stack tests and stack test results			Goal			State			100%			65.10%			94.90%			564			594			30			Meets or Exceeds Expectations


						3b3			Timely reporting of enforcement MDRs			Goal			State			100%			71.80%			62%			163			263			100			Area for Improvement			TCEQ has been working on completing their data flow to ICIS, so these numbers should improve in FY2019.


			Element 2 - Inspections


						1c1			Number of Facilities with an FCE (Facility Count)			Data Verification			State			 			 			666			 			 			 


						1c2			Number of FCEs (Activity Count)			Data Verification			State			 			 			696			 			 			 


						1i7			Number of Stack Tests that occurred			Data Verification			State			 			 			594			 			 			 


						1j1			Number of Facilities with a Reviewed TVACC			Data Verification			State			 			 			1103			 			 			 


						1j2			Number of Facilities with TVACC Due			Data Verification			State			 			 			1830			 			 			 


						5a			FCE coverage: majors and mega-sites			Goal			State			100%			88.10%			91.10%			644			707			63			Meets or Exceeds Expectations			EPA appreciates TCEQ's dilligence in inspecting its universe of facilities.


						5b			FCE coverage: SM-80s			Goal			State			100%			93.70%			NA			0			0			0			NA			TCEQ does not report synthetic minors.


						5c			FCE coverage: minor and synthetics minor (non-SM80s) sources that are part of a CMS Plan and Alternative CMS Facilities			Goal			State			100%			70.10%			NA			0			0			0			NA


						5e			Reviews of Title V annual compliance certifications completed			Goal			State			100%			82.50%			59.70%			1093			1830			737			Area for Improvement			ACCs that are reviewed as part of FCEs, and those that are reviewed for compressor stations are coded as off-site FCEs rather than ACC reviews.


			Element 3 - Violations


						1d1			Number of Facilities with an FRV Identified (Facility Count)			Data Verification			State			 			 			165			 			 			 


						1d2			Number of Case Files with an FRV Identified (Activity Count)			Data Verification			State			 			 			197			 			 			 


						10			Number of Informal Enforcement Actions (Activity Count)			Data Verification			State			 			 			142			 			 			 


						100			Number of Facilities with an Informal Enforcement Action (Facility Count)			Data Verification			State			 			 			110			 			 			 


						1f1			Number of Case Files with an HPV Identified (Activity Count)			Data Verification			State			 			 			34			 			 			 


						1f2			Number of Facilities with an HPV Identified (Facility Count)			Data Verification			State			 			 			30			 			 			 


						7a1			FRV 'discovery rate' based on evaluations at active CMS sources			Support			State			 			7.80%			6.20%			160			2568			2408			Support


						8a			Discovery rate of HPVs at majors			Support			State			 			2.50%			1.20%			30			2568			2538			Support


						13			Timeliness of HPV Identification			Goal			State			100%			89.50%			90%			27			30			3			Meets or Exceeds Expectations			EPA appreciates TCEQ's progress in the timely identification of HPVs.


			Element 4 - Enforcement


						1g1			Number of Formal Enforcement Actions (Activity Count)			Data Verification			State			 			 			121			 			 			 


						1g2			Number of Facilities with a Formal Enforcement Action (Facility Count)			Data Verification			State			 			 			106			 			 			 


						1h2			Number of Formal Enforcement Actions with an Assessed Penalty			Data Verification			State			 			 			121			 			 			 


						10a1			Rate of Addressing HPVs within 180 days			Support			State			 			59.60%			19.40%			7			36			29			Support


						10b1			Rate of managing HPVs with an NOV or NOW or no action			Support			State			 			7%			0%			0			36			36			Support


			Element 5 - Penalties


						1h1			Total Amount of Assessed Penalties			Data Verification			State			 			 			$3,508,079			 			 			 










